; 3

Presiclent who was mssassmatcd on’ Nove
ber 22, 1963.

"7 As we stood in Tine we looked argund and’’
could see the thousands of stone markers
on the graves of the American dldlers and’
sailors who, _also, had served thelr country
well, )

It was 1nob long before we had the privi-
lege of paying personal homage to Presi-
dent Kennedy, as millions ‘of others had
done before us. At that moment I thought
1t would be a good idea to visit the Tomb
of the Unknown Soldier as we were nearby.

As we Wwalked up the path leading fo the
site we observed a soldler with a rifle on
his shoulder marching in front of the large
marble tomb.

‘My son had been silent all this time. But
then came his quéry, “Dad, why does that
soldier march back and forth like that?”

““He Is gne of many honor guards ‘Who per-
form this duty, day and night,” I answered.

Again my son asked, “Dad, what do they
meéan by unknown soldier?”

“During all our wars there are many sol-
diers who die in battle. Somie of them cah-
not” be identifled, Therefore, they become

. unknown soldlers,”

"“ “The body of an American unknown soldier’
who died, in World War I was placed in the’
tornb you are noticing. Let’s look closer and
see what the words on the tomb say: 'Here
résts in honored lory an_American soldfer
known but. to God.

“Those figures carved on the tomb stand
for ‘valor, victory, and peace.’

“You might also be interested to'know that,
in May 1968, two other bodies were placed
niext to the unknown socldier. They repre-
sent the men who lost thelr lives during
World War II and the Kotean conflict.

. “It is on Veterans’ Day and Memorial Day -

- that special services are held on this Very spot.
On that day the President of the United
Btates or his special representative places a
beautiful wreath at the tomb.”

-~ ¥Dad, you mentioned Memorial Day, how
does that fit into g1l of this?"

“Well, on Memorial Day, or ‘Decoration
Day, as some people call it, relatives place
flowers and flags on the graves of service-
men who died in our wars. In some cities,
many orgarizations, including Boy Scouts,
Girl Scouts, and fraternal groups march in
military parades and take part in special
patriotic programs.

“Another custom, started in recent years,
is the decorating of graves on Memorial Day
by the families of loved ones, even though
they didn't die while in miilitary Service.” ~

“There’s one more question I'd like to ask
you, Dad. How did this Memorial Day origi-
nate, anyway?”’

“The historians Jfell us Memorial Day origi-
nated du.ring the War Between the States

- when sorie Southern women chose May 30
t@ decorate soldlers’ graves,

“The women honored the graves_of both’

e Union and Confederaté Armies.” A Maj.
Gdn. John A, Logan in 1868 named May 30
a8 a speclal day for honoring the graves of
unknown soldiers. ILogan served as com-
mander In chilef of the Grand Army of the
Republic, an orga.nization of veterans of the

“Civil War, "'They had charge of Memorial Day
celebra.tio.ns in the Northern Stptes for many
years. "The American Legion took over this
‘duty after World War L.”

“Is Memorial Day on May 30 a holiday in
all parts of the United States?” queried my
son. '

- “Not exacily, Memorial Day is a legal holi-
day In most States, Northern States, on a
whole, celebrate May 30 as Memorial Day.

“Most of the Southern States have thely
own (lays Iof honoring the Confederate dead.”
Bome of these days are April 26, May 10, and

June 8, o

_As we. walked in ‘stlence towa.rd our ca,r
from the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, I
could see. that many thoughts were runnlng

o

e 20, 19A89To%e8 For RalsgES RCHRLE U SRETRBHEGRYpo01a00172

- through my young son’s mlnd Suddenly, he

said, "“Dad, I'vé been thinking, why do we
have to. walt unti] Memorial Day to remember

our war dead? Why can’t we remembeér these’

heroes every day of the year?”

1 continued my silénce buf one thought
was repeating itself:  ‘“From ‘the mouth of
our children comes the wisdom of the ages.”

My BIgTHDAY T8 JUNE 14—Wgo AM 12

(By Anthony J. DelPopolo, Sr., assistant
superintendent, programs, the Youth
Center)

How often have you asked yourself the
question: “Who am I?” But do you Know
whoIam?

I was born on the bloodly battlefields of °

the War for Independence in 1776; I was the

“creation of Francls Hopkinson, a judge of

Philadelphia, and a signer of the Declaration
of Independence. My early days were spent
in the sewing rom of Besty Ross, a seam-
stress, who put me together.

On June 14, 1777, I was officially adopted
by the Continental Congress who resolved,
“That the flag of the Thirteen United States
be thirteen stripes alternate red and white,
and the Union of thirteen white stars in the
blue field.” The 13 stars were arranged in
a circle signifying the union of the States.

. I flew for the first time over the victorious
American troops at the battle of Saratoga in
New York State.

My colors were selected with a purpose,
ThroughoGt the ages red has stood for cour-
age and sacrifice, The red in me embodies
the men who gave their lives for our coun-
try—the people who worked and sacrificed
to make our country the greatest in the
world. The white in me, symbolizing purity
and justice and peace, stands for a country
in which each true citizen endeavors to be
clean in his dealings, working fairly with
others, striving for a just peace throughout
the world. The blue in me stands for loyalty,
high quality, and preparedness.

My design as well as my colors have a deep
meaning. When my red and white stripes
ripple in the breeze you cannot help being
struck by the impression they glve in vigor
and movement, by their suggestion of a dy-
namiec country moving resolutely forward.
The white stars on my blue field stand for
trust in God and for the high hopes of every
loyal American * * * young and old. The
number of stars tell more clearly than any
other part of me the story of the growth of
America from the original 13 States, with a
beckoning wilderness beyond, to the great-
ness 1t possesses today—with 50 stars and
50 States.

For 12 years I only had 13 stripes and 13
stars, but, in 1795, 2 extra stripes and 2 extra
stars were added to me when Vermont and
Kentucky, the first new States, were added
to the Union. It was 17 years later when
¥rancis Scott Key was inspired to write a
song about me. He called it “The Star-
Spangled Banner.” He was aboard a British
prisoner boat at the time, arranging for the
release of a friend. Xey saw me waving in
the breeze on a flagpole at Fort McHenry
in the Baltimore Harbor. How many of us
remember his words: “Long may it wave, o'er
the land of the free and the home of the
brave”?

In 1818, Corigress adopted a plan to keep
me always with 13 stripes, and only adding
white stars to my blue field as new States
joined the Unfon. The 49th and 50th stars
were added July 4, 1050, and Juiy 4, 1960,
for the new States of Alasks and Hawail,

I _have, been official ;x cha.nged 27 times'

sinfe I was born, in, 1777, My exact propor-
tions were finally established by President

Woodrow Wilson when he issued an Execu-v

tive order in, 1916, e e
When you see me in the breeze 4 x
don't forget I am a reminder to our own

citizens and to the people of the world of
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the 1deals of American democracy, of all the
things for which I stand.

tet us not wait untu June 14 each year
to honor me or put ‘me on dispIay '

‘The ided of setfing aside "1 ‘day each

year as a holiday to celebrate my adoption )
by the Continental Congress in 1777 was

suggested by B.'J. Cignand, of Batavia, 11l

Mr. Cighand, as secretary of ah assoclation
which commemorated my adoption, was
largely responsible for the establishment of
this holiday in 1895. ’

This day 1s not a legal holiday, like the
Fourth of July so the schools and banks do
not.close. It is observed by displaying me
on all public buildings and private homes.
Some schools hold special patriotic exercises
in which both Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts
take part.

As our Nation grew I absorbed the iden-
tity of every region of the United States.
The traditions of the great Northwest, the
expansiveness of the Southwest, the enter-
prise of the Northeast, the productivity of
the Midwest, the agriculture and industry
of the South and the Southeast, all are rec-
ognized in the number of stars that help to
compose me—50 sovereign States bound to-
gether into a firm union by the blue of
loyalty.

I have been on the frontlines of every
one of our wars. Today, I proudly wave
in all corners of the globe. I was up in
space with Majs. James McDivitt and Edward
‘White, who had me sewn on the left arm, of
their space suits. Did you notice the blaz-
ing sun over 100 miles above the earth shine
upon Major White’s shoulder patch of me?
How proud I was.

Francis Bellamy in August of 1892 wrote a
pledge of alleglance to me which is recited
by every boy and girl in school as part of
the morning opening exercises. As I stand
in the corner I could hear the children say:
“I pledge alleglance to the flag of the United
States of America and to the Republic for
which it stands; one Nation under God, in-
divisible, with liberty and justice for all.”

I am often called “Old Glory,” sometimes
“Stars and Stripes,” and the “Star-Spangled
Banner.” By this time you have guessed
who I am—The Flag of our United States of
America.

Italian American War Veterans

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. FRANK ANNUNZIO

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 29, 1965

Mr. ANNUNZIO. Mr. Speaker, on May
19, 1965, T introduced H.R. 8273 on behalf
of the Italian American War Veterans of
the United States.

Today, I am happy to inform my col-
leagues that the 74th General Assembly
of the Illinois Legislature recently pased
House Joint Resolution 51 urging the
Congress of the United Sfates to enact
appropriate legislation to incorporate or
charter the organization known as the
Italian American War Veterans of the
United States.

The States of Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and
New York have already memorialized the
Congress of the United States to grant a
congressional charter and national rec-
ognition to the Italian American War
Veterans of the United States.

It would be fitting indeed for the Con-
gress to ext,end this long overdue recog-
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nition to the members of this worthy or-
ganization who have done their share
to uphold and preserve the freedom and
security of the United States.

It is my pleasure to Insert into the
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD House Joint Re-
solution 51 passed by the 74th General
Assembly of the State of Illinois. The
resolution follows:

Hotse JoiNT RESOLUTION 81 BY STATE OF

ILLINOIS, T4TH (GENERAL ASSEMBLY, HOUSE

OF REPRESENTATIVES :

Whereas the Itallan Amerfcan War Vet-
erans of the United States is a nonprofit and
nonpolitical organization made up wholly
and without exception of honorably dis-
charged American war veterans; and

Whereas the States of Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and
New York have memorialized the Congress
of the United States to grant a congressional
charter and national recogniiton to this most
devoted group of American cliizens who
through their splendid patriotism Have con-
tributed so much to the security of our Na-
tion and to the cause of freedom; and

‘Whereas the Legislature of the State of
Ilinois, a State which Is so fortunsate as to
have many citizens of Italian origin who
have nobly served our country, would like
to join with the leglslatures of our sister
Btates In memorlalizing Congress on behalf
of the Itallan American War Veterans of the
TUnlted States; therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives
of the 74th General Assembly of the State of
Illinois, with the Senate concurring herein,
respectfully urges the Congress of the United
States to enact appropriate legislation to
incorporate or charter the organization
known as the Itallan American War Veterans
of the United States; and, he it further

Resolved, That a suitable copy of this
preamble and resolution be forwarded by the
Secretary of State to the presiding officer
and clerk of each House of the Congress of
the United States, and tc each Member
thereof from the State of Illinois; and to
John F. Nave, past national commander of
the Itallan American War Veterans of the
United States, Inc., and to Filippo Magzzel
Post No. 1, Chicago, T11.

Adopted by the House, May 3, 1965.

JouN P. TouRy,

Speaker of the House.
Cxas. F. KERWIN,
Clerk of the House.

Concurred in by the Senate, June 9, 1965,

SaMUuEL H. 8SHAPIRO,
President of the Senate.

Epwarp E. FERNANDIS,
‘Secretary of the Senate.

Reason Is Obvious

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

'HON. GARNER E. SHRIVER

OF KANSAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 29, 1965

Mr. SHRIVER. Mr. Speaker, under
leave to extend my remarks in the Rec-
orp, I include the following editorial from
the Hays, Kans., News which was re-
printed by the Abilene, Kans., Reflector-
Chronicle and deals with a subject dear
to the hearts of American housewives—
rising food costs.

The editorial follows:

" REASON Is OBVIOUS ‘

A major topic of discussion for housewives

today 1s the soarihg total of the family food
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bill. As any housewife can tell you, vege-
tables are at record highs and there is some
eomplaint about the quality. A sempling of
retail prices across the Nation shows that
virtually all produce is considerably higher
than a year ago.

.. Potatoes, lettuce, asparagus, tomatoes—you

name it—and the price ls up. Most food .

chains report prices about 15 percent above
those of last spring. Tomatoes are high now
and until the northern crop is harvested may
be even higher. It will depend on whether or
not the Callfornia crop can be harvested.

Don’t blame your grocer. He's as unhappy
&8 you are.

It all goes back to last December 31 when
the administration let the so-called bracero
wot expire. Under this law Mexlcans could
enter the country to harvest vegetable and
fruit erops. By barring this low-cost Mex-
iean labor the administration hoped to create
employment for American hande at higher
wages.

In theory it looked good, but Iin practice
it has been, and still is, & dud. Harvesting
many of these crops is a backbreaking task.
Growers have found that enough Americans,
regardless of the wages offered, simply won’t
do this kind of work. The result is that com~
modities coming to market are priced high,
and worse, thousands of acres of crops are
rotting in the felds.

Though the Mexicans were admittedly paid
low wages, they nevertheless liked the feel of
American money and flocked in by the thou-
sands when needed. Now we have few bra-
ceros, rotting crops, no Americans willing to
do the work, and stiffer prices.

And with all this President Johnson has
set up a vast unorganized organization to
protect the American consumer and Congress
8 talking of launching a hearing in depth to
prices lave-gone up.—

Hays News, .. }
FEL i
Viet the Nati ;l;\l Conscience

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. ANDREW JACOBS, JR.

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 29, 1965

Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, during
these days of mounting erisis in Vietnam,
the administration on the one hand is
urged, by some, to escalate the war by
bombing Hanol and on the other hand,
by others, to forsake our obligation by
?ulling out altogether from that wartorn
and.

Under the onslaught of advice urging
all degrees of Involvement and nonin-
volvement, one is fortunate to hear-occa-
sionally a voice of reason which offers
& perspective on the nature of our com-
mitment in southeast Asia. Such a per-
spective, I am pleased to say, was fur-
nished recently when Rev. John G.
MacKinnon addressed his congregation
in All Souls Unitarian Church in In-
dianapolis on the subject. of “Vietnam
and the National Conscience.”

Because of the timely and highly in-
structive remarks made by Reverend
MacKinnon on June 13, I place in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the text of his
statement:

VIETNAM AND THE NATIONAL CONSCIENCE
(A sermon by Rev. John G. MacKinnon, All

Souls Unitarian Church, June 13, 1965)

Three weeks ago, Dr. John G. Stoessinger
presented to this congregation what was
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probably the clearest and most perfectly bal-
anced analysis of our present problem in
Vietnam that has been uttered or written. I
hope you all heard it. I feel some hesitance
in addressing myself to this same area of
concern after you have heard this masterly
discussion. However, not as an international
expert, but as your minister, I feel some obli-
gation to share with you my feelings about
Vietnam and ocur national conscience.

I would like to begin with a couple of Dr,
Stoessinger’s concluding remarks. Omne of
these I have mentioned myself from time to
time, the burden of responsibility which rests
upon the President of the United States in
contrast to the rather easy role (because it
does not Involve ultimate responsibility) of
us who choose to be his critics. The fact that
we do not have responsibility for interna-
tional decisions should not absolutely pro-
hibit us from expressing our views, for this
would shut off public debate out of which
public opinion ultimately emerges. But our
lack of responsibility should color our expres-
slon with humility, and it should direct us
to speak with the utmost of care and mature
consideration.

Dr. Stoessinger’s other concluding point
concerned morality. Individual morality is
measured in terms of intention, but national
morality only in terms of outcome, Individ-
uals often can choose in clear terms of right
versus wrong. Nations never can (or almost
never). National choices in the interna-
tional arena must be made in terms of differ-
ent shades of gray, never in terms of black
and white. A nation can never choose the
wholly good, but must opt for the lesser of
evils.

An article by Senator FULBRIGHT in the
May 8 lssue of the Saturday Review of Liter-
ature has an Interesting bearing on this
point. He traces two strains in the Ameri-
can heritage, one open and flexible, the other
elosed up tight about morality with a capital
M. The latter, the Puritan strain, as he calls
it, seeks to force a preconceived right de-
rived from our ldeology, upon others, and is,
interestingly enough, exactly paralleled by
Communist behavior, although their right is
& different right derived from a different
ideology. FuULBriGHT favors the more open
and flexible approach. A thought occcurred
to me as I was reading his article, perhaps an
extension of his thesis. The advocates of the
preconcelved right in our culture are divided
into two separate anhd opposite positions.
‘There are the advocates of the use of inter-
national force to impose our ideological right
on the world, and there are those who, in the
name of a personal right, morality, and good-
ness, decry and denounce the use of interna-
tional force in any (or almost any) situation.

My position on Vietnam is—and was he-
fore I heard the tape of Dr. Stoessinger’s
address or read the report in the New York
Times of the principle speeches at the teach-
in—substantially the position advocated by
Dr. Stoessinger. Vietnam is a bad, unpleas-
ant and dublous situeation. I wish we were
not in it. I wish it could be terminated.
I do not like to have our marines and alr
power engaged In killing and destruction.
I am quite sure that President Johnson feels
the same way. But to stay and to continue
the escalation of the conflict with great care
is, as I see it, the course we must follow.

I do not propose to “make a case” for our
present policy which I support. Dr, Stoes-
singer did that quite well, while presenting
the opposite case fairly also. We have had a
consistent foreign policy since World War
II-—to contain communism and keep it from
expanding to take over more countries and
more peaple. This policy has been success-
fully implemented in Europe; less success-
fully in Asia. Unless we are to renounce it
and reverse it, we must stay on in Vietnam
until some political arrangement can be
made which will give some hope of keeping
southeast Asia free from Communist domi-
nation, The alternative is to decide that it
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floesn’t matter whether communism prevalls
or not; or to decide that we cannot prevent
its spread. I, for one, am not ready to ad-
vocate this, L .
I am concerned_that our national policy
which I support, is being portrayed by its
opponents as a morally evil position; that,
for example, a snide remark is made about
Johngson that he lapks pretty hypocritical to
express his concern for people In his poverty
program while killing people in Vietnam. I
am concerned that this attack upon our Na-
tlon’s moral posture has not been analyzed
nor refuted, That is what I want to do today.
The attack upon the Nation’s morality is
made by honest, genuine and sincere paci-
fists. . Pacifists are nice people who seem to
stand morally above reproach in our culture.
Theilr thesis is that to kill people Is always
wrong; that it is the greatest wrong and no
other’ consideration whatsoever, of national
bollcy or_political life, can ever Justify it.
Pacifists enjoy a measure of Immunity in
our American system, as shown by exemption
of consclentious objectors from military
service. Our respect for conscientiousness
is such that we grant immunity from injury
to one man's conscience, while demanding
that a less conscientious man risk injury to
his body (or loss of his life) for what we have
collectively determined to be the.common
good. Usually this respect for conscientious-
ness extends to a reluctance to. guestlon
motives alleged to be conscientioys, |
Paciflsts, . however, cannot operate as
pacifists on the world scene. They can oper-
ate only within the structure of their own
natlon. Hence they oppose any use of force
by their nation. This turns out to be what
opponents of their nation want, In any
specific situation, therefore, pacifists appear
to be aligned, for whatever motives, with
thelr nation’s enemies, This Is one of the

- crosses. an honest pacifist must bear. More

troublesome is the fact that he finds himself
Jolned and supported, in his opposition to
his nation, by those who are not in fact

pacifists, but his natlon’s enemies. Pacifist .

consclence, is, therefore, frequently used as
& respectable cloak by those who would sub=

- vert the nation’s operations for political pur-

- poses.

Not seldom, honest pacifists are so
nalve that they fail to realize that they are
being used this way.

There were doubfing and opposing volces
rajsed to our Vietnam operations prior to the

“bombings north of the 17th parallel, but. they

were not very many and not very loud. Kill-
ing was going on then; killing of Vietnamese
people and killing of our own troaps and
clvilian advisors, but little protest was made
by the pacifists. With the escalation of the
condlict, these few, weak voices have suddenly
swelled to a roaring chorus. Now killing in
Vietgam by American bombs ig ringingly de-
nounced as g heinous crime., I cannot help
but suspect that political voices have swelled
the pacifist chorus. Content to remaln quiet
50 long as what the United States was doing
wag totally ineffective politically, they swung

-into action. (perhaps even directing the

chorus) when the United States began to do

‘something which might be politically ef-

fective, . e P e .
It is no new thing for people of good will
‘to be suckered, by clever political operators,

- . into suhyersion. of our Natlon's program, as

anyone who lived through the 30’s, 40's and
50’s ought to remember. - I was appalled by

-8 fyll page ad in the New York Times a fow
‘weeks ago, engineered by the fellowship

of reconciliation and, sponsored by five un-
tiistinguished_clergy and our own top man,
Dr. Dang Greely. It contained the names of a
housand clergy as sipners. This statement
undertook to instruct President Johnson as
-to what was God’s will. The essence of the
imessage. “In God’s. neme, Mr, President,
Sstop it.”

I am sure that genuine pacifists did not ap-

prove “of the ruthless use of power and

,

violence by the Vietcong (the Communist
revolutionary movement in South Vietnam)
suported by the Vietminh (the Communist
party in control of North Vietnam).
Throughout the countryside people were
forced into the ranks of this movement by
the rawest sort of compulsion. Thousands
of village “headmen” have been killed when
they would not convert. But the genuine
pacifists didn't say much about this killing;
or say it very loudly. The chorus is much
louder now, and it is directed exclusively
agalnst the killing by American bombs. One
who has been listening might well concluds
that killing by Americans is a crime; but kill-
ing by Vietcong is not. Such a thesis is ex-
plcable in politically motivated terms; but
hardly on humanitarian grounds.

I note with some cynicism that the same
chorus which demands that we get out of
Vietnam and stop the killing there, demands
that we get out of the Dominican Republic.
Now, our marines didn’t go into Santo
Domingo shooting. There has been much
less bloodshed than there would have been
had our troops not been present. But this
saving of life has not been praised by critics
of our Nation’s morality. To be sure, a
certain political outcome was prevented, for
the time being: the takeover of revolution-
ists pretty well dominated by Castro-type
Communists. But curiously, the same
voices by and large, that demand we get out
of Vietnam and stop the killing, demand we
get out of the Dominican Republic and let
the killing be resumed to a political end,

Whatever the admixture of honest pacifists
and subversives making up the chorus charg-
ing our Government with moral turpitude,
I feel that the subversives are calling the
plays. Even the honest pacifists, however,
are not exclusively committed to the wrong-
ness of killing and that alone, or they would
be making more noise than they are about
another kind of killing, the slaughter by
automobile accidents. The number - of
Americans killed in Vietnam over 4 years
doesn’'t begin to compare to the automobile

death toll; not even to the Indiana death -

toll. It begins to compare with the increase
in the Indiana death toll teking 4 years
ago as a base. Yet I fail to hear an orga-
nized, cohesive demand from paciflsts that
we abolish automobiles to stop this killing.
Of course, pacifists don't like death on the
highway. Nobody does. I would guess .they
feel about it much as I feel about the deaths
in Vietnam-—I don’t like it but 1t is a price
we must pay for something we want; in the
one place the convenience of automobile
transportation, in the other the furtherance
of our foreign policy In southeast Asia.
Another attack upon our foreign policy
declares that we have no business using our
military and political power to keep the
people of Vietnam from having what they
want. We are pletured as seeking to subdue
and prevent & populace from achieving its

_rightful aspirations to self-government. Ob-

jection to our presence-in the Dominican
Republic is made on the same basis.

This begins with s great big assumption
I am simply not willing to make. This is
that “the people” don't want us. there, don't
want us to be doing what we are doing, and
would prefer to have a Communist-dom-
inated government Instead. It is pretty ob-
vious that these critics cannot be talking
about all the people; for nowhere on earth
are all the people of a single mind about
wheat they want. They must be talking,
therefore, about part of the people. Our
Government is astute enough to recognize, if
these critlcs are not, that the people are
divided; that not all, but some of the people
want us where we are, doing what we are
doing. The Important question, really, is
how many of the people are we talking about
and who are they. -

‘The Vietnamese who are members of and
active participants in the Vietcong do not

want us there. Nor do these runnin, Ehe .
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Vietminh, or Communist China. The pa-~
raders in the streets of Santo Domingo (or
any other Latin American or southeast Asian
city) who shout, “Yankee, go home,” do not
want us there. Are these “the people’?
Shall we forgo our concern for, and even
our committee to, that portion of the
beople who want us there, because some of
the people tell us to go home?

Critics of our Vietnam policy—both mor-
allstic and practical—charge that from 60
to 80 percent of the people are with
the'Vietcong and want us to go home, Ter-
ritory containing such a proportion of the
Inhebitants is, indeed, controlled by the
Vietcong. However, in view of the manner
in which the Vietcong established this con-
trol, I doubt very much that all of the
people in this rebel-controlled territory want
the Vietcong. Just because they have been
persuaded, coerced, and compelled (by. the
rawest and most ruthless sort of viclence)
to submit to Vietcong rule, it is not fair to
conclude that they want us out. I suspect
that some portion of the North Vietnamese
really do not want the Communist govern-
ment of the Vietminh, but dictatorships
always appear to enjoy political unanimity.
It is quite impossible to know what propor-
tion of the Vietnamese want us to go home,
but we were Invited in by thelr recognized
and established government. We are using
force .to prevent the selzure of complete
power by the Communist rebels, but this is
not the same thing as using it to prevent
the legitimate aspirations of the Vietnamese
people.

Were our Government to capitulate to this
sort of criticism, we would withdraw—our
military forces, our economic ald, our em-~
bassies, and information libraries—the mo-
ment some Communist controlled rebel
leader was able to gather enough people to
pull off an Impressive street demonstration,
on the basls that this was the will of “the
pecple.” If he were able to get together
some arms and start shooting, we would
recognize him as “the people” and get out,
letting him have his way and subject the
people to a Communist dictatorship.

Probably almost everywhere, Vietnam in-
cluded, there is a vast body of people (prob-
ably an overwhelming majority) who don’t
care much about political alinements. They
want to be left slone to live out their lives
as best they can, or to be helped to do so
at a better level. On elther side are smail
groups of power seekers who attempt to
control and use this vast and largely in-
different body. If one group can muster
force, draw assistance from an outside Com-
munist sanctuary, and force its control down
the throats of a large part of the mass in the
middle—-should we get out and let ‘“the
beople” have what they want? This is not
fair to the other side. It is, indeed, not
fair to the large body of the indifferent
middle.

I am uncomfortable, and I am sure our
Government is uncomfortable, that in this
gort of power struggle we often find ourselves
giving support to petty reactionary forces
as the only alternative to permitting a Com-
munist takeover, I think Dr, Stoessinger
pretty well analysed that problem as due to
the weakness and lack of organization of the
genuinely liberal and democratic forces So,
agaln, we cannot commit ourselves to the
wholly good, but must choose the léss bad
of evlls But this is not a case of us against

- the people In a conflict between Commu-

nist-oriented revolutionaries, and the usual-
ly reactionary establishment, we must
choose to support the establishment We
happen to think-—and I agree—that the peo-~
ple have a better chance of getting what they
want if we support (often ugly) govern-
ments upon whom we can bring pressure for
reform, than if we bow out to let the Com-
munists takeover I reject the charge that
W .are suppressing the people and keep-

.
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ing them from fulfilling their rightful na-
tional aspirations

The practical case against our Vietnam
policy is, to me, much more fmpressive than
the salleged moral case Dr Stoessinger gave
this the full treatment 'It holds we should
give up #nd get out because we are licked.
We cannot contain communism in Asla from
our peripheral position TUltimately commu-
nism will take over by historical necessity.
We are spreading ourselves too thin and will
exhaust our resources. If I were ready to be
convinced that our pollcy is wrong, it would
be on these grounds. However I am not yet
ready to agree that we cannot bring at least
a stalemate out of this present mess. I was
much interested and encouraged to hear
what Dr. Stoessinger had to say about the
viability of a Korea-type or a Laos-type set-
tlement; and the possibility, after a long hot
summer of no decision, of working toward
such a solution. Perhaps we can't contain
communism in Asia forever—but if we can
do so for 20 years, there may develop In
China, as there has In Russia, a kihd of
communism with which the non-Communist
world can live. This practical consideration
is open to rational discussion, as the in-
censed charges of immorality are not.

Consclence is a vulnerable point for Amer-
icans; because Americans are 8 conscien~
tious people. I suspect we are conscien-
tious, not only because.of our Puritan strain,
but also because we have a respéct for moral
goodness; le., we are a people coramitied to
the creation and increase of human values.
To charge cur Government with moral turpl-
tude is a blow that hurts. It not enly hurts
but it ig apt to shake our commitment to &
well-thought-out policy. If it is not Justi-
fled in fact, I'm ready to call “foul.”

1 am distressed to find so many tellow

libersls charging our Government with mor-
al turpitude. I was distressed to see the
name of my colleague, Dana Greely, and
the names of some 14 other colleagues (down
through F in the alphabet) declaring God’s
judgment upon our President for his moral
turpitude. 1 wonder if 1t was because Gold-
water advocated certain measures in Viet-
nam, that it has now become a liberal syn-
drome to declare that our Vietnam policy
1s morally wrong. If I must say that in
order to be a genuine liberal, I guess I'll have
to resign from the club after nearly a life-
time of membership in good standing.

I reject thls charge of moral turpitude
leveled against our Government’s policy in
Vietnam. I reject it because I belleve it to
be tainted with immoral considerations, 1t-
gelf. It is belng used, by those who oppose
our policy on political grounds, as a safe
vantage point from which to make their at-
tack. Many with clean hearts are being
dragged into this position, either through
their single-minded vision of the right (the
Puritan complex) or through simple naivete.

T reject this charge, in the second place,
because it 1s an éfroneous charge. It is
erroneous because it falls to take Into ac-
count the distinction between individual and
national morality. This charge is based upon
the criterion of national morality—outcome.
Were this attack to succeed in changing our
policy, the inevitable ouicome would be a
prompt and immediate Communist takeover.
I believe, the Government believes, and
honestly I think a good many of the moral
attackers believe, too, that this would be the
worse of the evils between which we much
choose.

As'for the honestly pure In héart—I respect
their purity. I shall support thelr relative
immunity as consclentious pacifists. I envy
them their moral certitude that they are
right. But I must disregard them as irrel-
evant to make judgments in terms of per-
sonal morality on issues of national morality.
Meanwhile our Government—with ultimate
responsibility resting upon our President—
cannot afford the luxury of this pristine per-

sonal morality. And our Nation, and the
people within i, must resist this attack upon
its moral integrity. It must do, and the
peoplé must ultimately eoncur or it cannot
go on doing it, what it has to do: make its
cholce for the 75 percent good, or even only
the 55 percerit good in terms of expected
outcome; then sweat it out, hoping that the
turn of events will ultimately show that
choice to have been, in fact, for 55 percent
good instead of 75 percent bad.

T refuse to have the moral integrity of
my Government, and 1ts leadership impugned
without an argument. I reject these charges
of immorality, colored as they are by politi-
cal conslderations, and based as they are
upon a personal concept of morality. In
terms of national morality, I say that my
Government is as morally right as, in this
moment of history, it is possible to be.

Score Another for Nasser

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. DONALD RUMSFELD

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 29, 1965

Mr. RUMSFELD. Mr. Speaker, I was
deeply distressed to learn that President
Johnson had determined to proceed with
the shipment of $37 million worth of sur-
plus agricultural commodities to the
United Arab Republic on the basis that
relations between the United Arab Re-
public and the United States had im-
proved in recent months. The views ex-
pressed in the following editorial of the
Chicago American reflect the feeling of
many thoughtful Americans that Nasser
has not proved reliable in the past and
cannot be counted upon today to pro-
mote peace and amity among nations:

Score ANOTHER FOR NASSER

Dictator Gamal Abdel Nasser has won an-
other argument with the United States. He
has told us to “go drink seawater’—which is
Egyptian for *“go to hell”—because we
thotight he ought to stop giving arms and
other assistance to the Congo rebels. The
rebels were slaughtering captured Americans
and Europeans.

The House of Representatives, for once
responding to injury and insult as Americans
used to, voted last February to forbid all
American ald to Egypt, but after President
Johnson applied pressure, the Senate weak-
ened and left it to Mr. Johnson to decide In
favor of ald to Egypt if he thought the aid
was in the American national interest.

Now President Johnson has decided it is in
the interésts of America to help Dictator
Nasser aggrandize himself. The Agriculture
Department is issuing authorlzation for the
purchase of $37 milllon worth of wheat,
vegetable oils, dried milk, and tobacco. This
will be given to the Egyptians,

Egypt will put up the equivalent of 837
million in Egyptian money to pay for the
food, knowing that the United States will
hand back 90 percent of it for the Egyptian
Government to spend on new roads or public
works., The remaining 10 percent will be
used to pay U.S. expenses in Egypt.

The State Department says Nasser has
stopped furnishing aid to the Communist
rebels in the Congo; this may bé true or it
may not. In North Vietnam it probably will
be believed that he is still helping the Com-
munist forces in the Congo, as he said he
would when he was telling us to go to hell.
And the North Vietnamese will construe our

g s o
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weakness toward Nasser as evidence that the
United States always weakens before it really
gets tough with anybody.

And this will encourage the North Vietnam
Communists to continue their warfare
against South Vietnam on the theory that
they will eventually win it, notwithstanding
our bombing raids and our bulldup of troops:

Why give Dictator Nasser in Egypt tender
treatment that will encourage another dic-
tator, Ho Chi Minh, across the continent of
Asia in Hanoi?

Mr. “Mickey”

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. WILLIAM G. BRAY

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 29, 1965

Mr. BRAY. Mr. Speaker, the death
last week of C. Walter “Mickey” Mc-
Carty, executive editor of the Indianap-
olis News, is deeply mourned by all who
knew this truly great giant of Hoosier
journalism.

“Mickey” performed more than half
a century of service to Hooslers. He
went through the ranks from reporter to
editor and still found fime to write a
muech-read column “Fellow Taxpayers.”
Few men on the Hoosier scene have been
the equal of “Mickey” McCarty, with his
great wit, deep understanding and love
of humanity.

PFew great clvic undertakings in In-
dianapolis lacked the leadership of
‘“Mickey.”

The following editorials reflect to a
small degree the many contributions he
made to his profession and to his State,
and the loss that all who knew him feel
at his passing:

[From the Indianapolis (Ind.) News, June
24, 1965]
Mg. “MICKEY"

Reporter, city editor, and civic leader, man-
aging editor, toastmaster, publisher, execu-
tive editor, and university trustee, C. Walter
McCarty was all these and much more.

To those who knew him as an acquaint-
ance or friend or fellow taxpayer, he was a
delightful Irishman whose wit was legendary
and unique.

To those who belleved in and worked for
the future of Indianapolis and Indiana, as
he did, he was a falthful ally in all endeavors
and a sage and sane adviser in civic planning
and execution.

To those who had chosen his profession of
newspapering, he was a rare combination of
reporter and writer, editor and counselor,
columnist and quiet but competent critic.

And he pave unstintingly of his energies,
time and abilitles to his beloved Indiana Uni-
versity.

But above all else, excepting only his
family, his life was wrapped up in the In-
dianapolls News. For it, he originated the
phrase “the A paper” and for all his aduli
life—a full and productive half-century—he
worked to establish and maintain the News
as ‘“‘the paper.” '

To Mr. “Mickey,” the News was always
“the Great Hoosier Dally, the A paper, cir-
culation and advertising rates on request.”
And it was and is just that, “the A paper,” to
his countless thousands of friends, and, par-
ticularly, to those of us who were fortunate

enough to have been in the newsroom with
him,

Approved For Release 2003/10/15 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000300180017-2



Tor.

trators, the National Safe Boating As®

goclation, the National Safety Council,
the Outbgard Boating Club of America,
the U.S. Power “Squadrons, the Yacht
Safety Bureau, and the Young Men’s
Christian’ Association. To all of these
organizations safety in pleasure boating
{s as Important as it is to the individual
and his family. B

To all those national and local com-

" mittees actively participating in National

Safe Boatirlg Week, I extend my con-
gratulations, I urge all others inter-
ested in boating safety to join in making
this an even more effective National Safe
Boating Week than c.successful ones
in the past. R

¥
OUR POLICY¥-IN VIETNAM

(Mr. ALBERT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 5
minutes and to revise and extend his
remarks.) ’ :

Mr, ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, the use-
of terror against innocent persons 1s
condemned by this country and by all
clvilized people.  Although there is no
proof that Sergeant Bennett was executed
as claimed—he may well have been dead
for months—the announcement of his
having been executed in violation of
human ethics is a blatant attempt to
terrorize  the American people. The
bombing of a restaurant in Saigon is
lkewise an indication of the extent to
which North Vietham is going in order to
impose its iindesired rule’in South Viet-
nam. ~As Secretary Rusk suggested last
‘week, this is goinlg to be a long monsoon
‘s‘easo’h and there will be many casualties.
We must, be prepared for them, includ-
ing assaults upon the innocent who are
the stated targets of the Vietcong.

The Vietcong 1s strengthened by the

‘direction” and material support it re-

celves from the Communist regime in
‘Hanol which now has infiltrated at least
40,000 men into the Republic .of Viet-
ham. Recent intelligence reports con-
firm. the presence of a minimum of one

‘régular battalion of the North Vietnam-

ese Army and thére is how possibly a full
division of North Vietnamese regulars in
South Vietnam. This stepped-up activ-
1ty has created an imbalance between
the South Viethamese Army and the
Vietcong, with the result that the South
Vietnamese people could not be provided
sufficient security against Vietcong ter-

But these tactics will not cause us to
‘weaken our resistance to the takeover of
South Vietham. Nor will they incite us
to reprisals for acts of terror. "We shall
stand firm, There is no doubt that our
air forces will continue to apply pres-

“gures antl perhaps increased pressures,

‘against North Vietnam against legiti-
mate military targets.” The choice of

“targets, forces the question of a naval
- Quarantine,

_are military judgments %o
h- gur best experts are applying
themsélves, We might be jistified in
Amposing a naval blockade or in extend-
“ng our afr sfrikes. But'if we do under-
‘take these steps, our decision will rest
upon sound, ratiohal military and poli-
Lo 117—19 :
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tical judsments. We will not act in
anger, or wantonly retaliate in the Com-
munist manner against innocent civilian
population centers. And we will act
within the framework of the President’s
repeated assertion that we seek no wider
war. The guidelines laid down by the
President must be taken into account in
deciding all questions of tactics and par-
ticularly whether to internationalize the
effect of our naval operations by impos-
ing any kind of blockade.

The United States and other allies
have augmented the free world’s strength
in South Vietnam by furnishing com-
bat troops who undertake carefully
selected operations in certain zones so
that the South Vietnamese Army is
thereby better able to provide security
for the populace. Our troops are en-
gaging the Vietcong only in cerfain de-
lineated situations such as base security
by static defense or patroling, or where
Vietnamese forces are inadequate to ac-
complish a vital task. This is not a com-
mitment to a massive land war, but
rather the judicious employment of our
forces in areas where our men and their
firepower are most effective. Our objec-
tive is to deter aggression from Hanoi
in two ways; first, by convineing her that
the game is not worth the candle, and
secondly, by convincing her that even
increased infiliration and terror cannot
snateh South Vietham from its place in
the ranks of independent nations.

The Government of South Vietnam
continues to take casualties in order to
stave off the vicious drive being mounted
against their independence. Our troops
are there to assist them and they are
needed. Neither air nor naval power,
necessary though they are, can totally
replace these men. The fighting is going
to be hard and we cannot hope for in-
stant cessation of terrorist activities.
The difficulty of the undertaking is out-
weighed by the profound significance of
the issue. Our President has said that
we stand ready to talk without any prior
conditions—yet we will not yield and
we will prevail.

RHODE ISLAND LITHUANIAN
RESOLUTION

(Mr. FOGARTY (at the request of Mr.
Hricks) was granted permission to extend
his remarks at this point in the RECORD
and to include extraneous matter.)

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, just a
short time ago it was my privilege to join
in the commemoration of the 25th anni-
versary of the occupation of the Baltic
States. At that time a number of us
expressed our séntiment here on the floor
of the U.S. House of Representatives. It
was an attempt, Mr. Spéaker, to bring
to the attention of the world the sad
plight of the freedom-loving Lithuani-
ans, Latvlans, and Estonians.

With this same ptrpose in mind I in-
¢lude in my remarks a resolution of the

"Providence chapter of the American

Lithuanian Council of Providence, R.I.,
which was sent to me by the Rev. Vac-
lovas Martinkus, chairman, and John A.
Stqskus, ’ses':retary of that organization.
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PROVIDENCE CHAPTER,
AMERICAN LITHUANIAN COUNCIL,
Providence, R.I.
DEAR CONGRESSMAN FocarTY ! Rhode Island-
ers of Lithuanian extraction gathered on
June 20, 1965, at Saint Casimir’s Auditorium
in the city of Providence in solemn commem-
oration of the 25th anniversary of the occu-
pation of Lithuania by Soviet Russia, unan-
imously passed the following resolution:
Whereas Soviet communism has demon-
strated by principle and by act that its whole
purpose is the domination of the world by
the proletariate through the ruthless de-
struction and annihilation of all existing
forms of government; and
Whereas the Soviet Union took Lithuania,
Hstonia, and Latvia by force of arms; and
Whereas Soviet communism 1s bent on only
one purpose, its vietory and experience has
shown that the victory of Soviet commu-
nism means very concretely the enslavement
of all other peoples; and
Whereas Soviet Russia has deported nearly
400,000 Lithuanian citizens to concentration
camps In Siberia and other areas of Soviet
Russia for slave labor and death; and
Whereas Lithuanians, Estonians, and Lat-
vians sincerely desire, fight and die for their
national independence and liberation; and
Whereas Lithuania has been for over 20
years unjustly subjugated by Soviet Russia
which has to this date steadfastly refused to
permit the people of Lithuania to hold free
elections: Now be it
Resolved, That we thank the President of
the United States, Members of the U.S. Sen-
ate, and Members of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives for their many kindnesses shown
the Lithuanian cause, which caused the free
world to recall and keep in mind the atrocities
committed upon Lithuania and other Baltic
nations by Soviet Russia; and be it
Resolved, That our Government take im-
mediate and concrete steps to compel Soviet
Russia to leave the territory of Lithuania,
to return free electlons in Lithuania under
the supervision of the United Nations; and
be it further
Resolved, That the representatives of free
Lithuania be given a full-fledged seat in the
United Nations which would permit her to
state her righteous case to the world.
Rev. VACLOVAS MARTINKUS,
Chairman.
JoHN A. STOSKUS,
Secretary.

(Mr. BINGHAM (at the request of Mr.
Hicks) was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include extraneous mat-
ter.)

[Mr. BINGHAM'S remarks will appear
hereafter in the Appendix.l

A WORTHWHILE HOUSING
PROGRAM

(Mr. OTTINGER (at the request of
Mr. HIcks) was granted permission to
extend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include extraneous mat-
ter)

Mr., OTTINGER. Mr. Speaker, the
legislation before us today—the Housing
and Urban Development Act of 19656—
is not perfect. No legislatlon is. But
this is a good bill, containing many
and it certainly deserves our support.

As a member of the Committee on
Banking and Currency, I know how
much time and bipartisan effort went
into making this bill as good as it is. I

Pl
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want to particularly commend the chair-
mean of the commifttee [Mr. Parman],
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Housing [Mr. BARrRerT] and the ranking
minority member of the committee [Mr,

_ WipnaLL]l for their leadership in work-
ing out an effective, comprehensive pro-
gram.

There has been considerable contro-
versy, both in and out of Congress, over
section 101 of this bill, the rent subsidy
provision. When this provision was
discussed in committee, I volced reser-
vations about 1t, mainly because I felt
at that time the legislation did not con-
tain adequate safeguards against the
subsidy program being applied too
broadly. We just do not have money
enough to subsidize housing for every-
one in this country, and while I can sup-
port assistance to provide housing for
the very poor, I did not think, with
hundreds of thousands of impoverished
people still in slum housing, we should
go further.

In response to my reservations and
those of other Congressmen, the admin-
istration has revised the bill so that now
only those persons who qualify for pub-
lic housing will be eligible for rent sup-
plements. This satisfies my objections
and make this section a very worthy
experiment to better deal with the hous-
ing needs of the poor.

It is important to note that the present

* public housing program simply has failed
to do the job of providing decent, safe
and sanitary housing for American fami-
lies aficted with poverty. Today in the
United States there are more than 3 mil-
lion families Hving in substandard hous-
ing who have incomes too low for decent
private housing in their communities.

In addition, there are more than 2 mil-
Hon elderly or handicapped lacking de-
cent housing, and each year 80,000 fami-
lies are displaced by some kind of Gov-
ernment action.

Since the public housing program
started, only 580,000 units have been
built, Today, 500,000 families are on
waiting lists for public housing units.
The rent supplement program gives us
another tool to meet the need for hous-
ing without getting us into a federally
operated housing program of incredible

~proportions. 'The rent supplement pro-
gram enables us to meet the housing
needs of low-income families through the
private sector of the economy, and this
is certainly a laudable approach.

Despite the fact that Waestchester
County, N.Y., which I represent, is one of
the Nation’s three most affluent counties
on a per capita basis, for many years it
has been confronted with the problem of
slums and decay and poverty in the midst
of gracious, attractive communities. The
1960 census revealed that 6.5 percent of
thie dwellings in the county, housing some
50,000 persons, were substandard. It also
revealed an unfortunate connection be-
tween substandard housing, old housing,
rental housing, nonwhite occupancy, and
low income. In the three largest cities
of Westchester—Yonkers, Mount Ver-
non, and New Rochelle—32 percent of
the nonwhite rental units were classified
as substandard and 7% percent of the
rental units occupied by whites were
substandard.

Mr. Speaker, a program which provides
housing that is privately sponsored, pri-
vately built, and privately financed un-
der FHA will meet important needs in
New York’s 25th Congressional District,
as I am sure it will in many areas of the
Nation.

A vote for this program is a vote for
breaking the vicious, continuing cycle of
poverty in the world’s richest nation.

THE NEW LOOK IN FOREIGN AID

(Mr. JOELSON (at the request of Mr.
Hicks) was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include extraneous mat-
ter.)

Mr. JOELSON. Mr. Speaker, one of
the most persistent cries we hear about
foreign aid is that it is always the same.
We keep giving the same people the same
huge amounts of money with the same
lack of results. The program is fine in
prineiple, but it needs a new look. We
need some way to make those so and so’s
who administer it stop being so soft-
hearted and do the job right.

These cries almost entirely ignore the
significant changes in direction that the
foreign aid program hLas made in the
past. In 1948 the Marshall plan was cre-
ated to assist in the reconstruction of
Europe. In the 1950’'s the program
changed to build up, largely with mili-
tary aid and supporting assistance, free
world defenses against direct aggression
such as that in Korea. In the last few
years the program has changed its focus
again—to meet the long-term challenge
of building nations that can stand on
their own feet.

It is not surprising that these changes
have gone unnoticed because so much of
the public discussions of aid is so unin-
formative and because the changes are
much more noticeable over a period of
years than they are from year to year.

The important point, however, is that
there is a new look to foreign aid. We
are today devoting & much higher per-
centage of our funds and energies to the
basic job of development than ever be-
fore and we are beginning to see the
kind of results that make this kind of
aid worthwhile. One significant indi-
cator of this change in direction is that
despite Vietnam we are today spending
$1 billion less for military and support-
ing assistance than we did in 1960 and
1961.

This is not the only change that has
taken place in the past 3 years. Foreign
aid today is better planned and better
managed than it has ever been before.

Perhaps the most important single
aspect of the new look in foreign aid
is the emphasis on self-help. This is
not just a slogan but a recognition of
the practical fact that what a country
does with its own resources has a greater
impact on its development than what is
done with the resources we are able to
provide. These countries themselves
provide $6 toward development for every
$1 which we provide. In order to make
as rapid progress as possible we have
been paying more and more attention
to the total economy of the country and
using our aid in increasingly sophisti-
cated ways to insure that the countries
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themselves are doing the right things:
Last year we used the leverage of our
large program loans to Bragzil, Chile, and
Pakistan to secure commitments to
needed basic reforms—in Pakistan to a
free import system for raw materials for
private industry, in Brazil and Chile to
specific measures for holding down in-
flation. 'This emphasis on self-help is
beginning to pay off and we expect to
get better at it as time goes on.

The emphasis on self-help has lead
directly to another new emphasis—con-
centration. Today more than ever be-
fore we are seeking to concentrate our
aid—to concentrate it on the countries
which are doing the most to help them-
selves and within those countries to con-
centrate our aid on the critical sectors.
Two-thirds of all development assistance
today goes to just seven countries.

Another important aspect of the new
look in foreign aid is the emphasis now
being made on private enterprise. The
range of incentives to private enterprise,
such as guarantees, loans, and other
forms of assistance, is much broader
than it was just a few yedrs ago. This
is perhaps seen most dramatically in the
increasingly rapid rate at which specific
risk investment guarantees are being is-
sued. Last year—calendar 1964—AID
issued $707.8 million of these guarantees
as opposed to just $63.7 million in 1960.

In the past few years there has also
been g significant increase in the amount
of free world cooperation on aid mat-
ters. We have put a great deal of pres-
sure on our allies to contribute more aid
and to contribute their aid on better
terms. We still have not done all we
would like on this but have met with
considerable success. - We have taken the
lead in increasing the resources directly
administered by the World Bank, IDA,
and similar institutions and in organiz-
ing the major international groups con-
cerned with aid matters, the DAC, the
Allianee for Progress, CIAP, the inter-
national consortia to coordinate aid to
India and Pakistan, and elsewhere. All
of these efforts are improving the effec-
tiveness with which our aid and that of
our allies is being used and we hope to
be able to continue the leadership we
have been supplying in this field.

The new look in AID also includes an
increased emphasis on strict manage-
ment. Better quality people are being
sought through increased use of con-
tracting out and through an upgrading
of personnel. The total number of per-
sonnel has been reduced by nearly 1,100
in the past year. Significant cost re-
ductions have been made in a number of
areas. ICA and DLF procedures have
been brought together and improved.
And g significant amount of decentral-
1zation has heen effected. There are
still improvements to be made in this
area. One which is being worked on
now is an improvement in the manage- .
ment reporting system.

The new look also includes a number of
measures taken in the past few years
which reduce the cost of the program to
the United States. .

Today the program is more than two-
thirds loans repayable in dollars as op-
posed to two-thirds grants in 1959. Last
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ernment and manufacturers.
surely have a more important place in
the program as time goes on.

- There appears to be unanimous agree-
ment among the major U.S, airlines that
a TU.S. supersonic aircraft should be
designed and built even though the pro-
gram will be very costly and will require
some years for accomplishment, This in
spite of the fact that aireraft manufac-
turers have been analyzing the potential
of the supersonic transport in depth
since the midfifties. NASA and other
research agencies have likewise been car-
rying on extensive research and testing
for a like period of time,

The program to date has demonstrated

. to the airlines that the state of the art
for both the aircraft and its powerplants

" is quite fluid. Great progress is currently
being made in aerodynamics, advanced
turbine engine design, and in the fabrica-
tion of new structural materials. How-
ever, the optimization of configurations,
systems, and controls is a long way from
resolution. Perhaps the one common
agreement between the manufacturers is.
that titanium is the best hasic airframe
mafterial for the U.S. vehicle.

Continuing competition between ven-

. dors has heen a primary factor in achiev-
ing the outstanding safety, economy, and
operational performance and reliability
of our present jet aircraft. If the civil
jets had been developed on the plan orig-
inally proposed for the supersonic trans-
port, that is, first, picking a single design
from initial competitive proposals; sec-
ond, writing detailed contract specifica~
tions; and third, proceedings directly
with a firm development and production
program, the resulting aircraft would
have been handicapped with inferior
operational and safety characteristics
and poorer €conomic potentlals than are
avallable in current aircraft. This would
have been trué even though the original

contract specifications had been met,

since these would have been developed
and agreed upon when there was no cer-
tainty in most of the essentml param-
eters.

Without other directly competitive air-
craft becoming available for comparison
1t would have been impossible to prove
to & “single source” manufacturer, or to
the Government, that higher degrees of
perfection were possible than - those
minimal performance and operational
criteria which he was willing to guaran-
tee before the fact,

Further, there is no stimulus equal to
that of direct competition for the attain-
ment of design perfection in every tech-
nical area. Engineers work harder and
with greater efficiency when they realize
that their efforts are to be compared,

- eomponetit by component, with those of

other competent designers in their own
fleld. Such competitive incentive repre-
sents an economic gain that cannot be
otherwise gained. It has real monetary
value and is a direct benefit accruing
from the free enterprise system.

As a specific example of the value of

. competition in the developmeht of eivil

afreraft, 1t will e recalled that while
the Boeing model 80—prototype——was
very Instrumental in demonstrating the

No. 117——17

. testing than does the airframe.

_services—for example,

reagsonableness and potentials of the large
jet airplane to the airlines, its configura-
tion was significantly altered in the pro-
duction model 707, primarily as the re-
sult of the competitive Douglas DC-8
design and airline criticism. Both air-
craft types have had a continuing ex-
perience of design changes to make them
more useful and economical. Safety has
been a consideration in some of these.
Major revisions have been made in per-
formance, powerplants, high-lift devices,
and controls. . Each improvement has
been stimulated by the continuing com-
petition between these very alert, ag-
gressive, and competent companies, and
aided by the active cooperation of major
airline engineering organizations. The
military counterpart, the KC-135, has
essentially maintained its original con-
figuration and performance.

To establish such a competitive atmos-
bhere it is necessary that at least two
competent, relatively equal potential
sources of supply be available and eager
to participate. Fortunately this condi-
tion is satisfactory in the present super-
sonic transport program.

A further requirement is that the com-
petitors be permitted freedom in the
modification of design details for the
purpose of improvement so as to make

the vehicle more useful and attractive
_ to the potential customers, yet meet the

basic minimal contract provisions.

The safe and_economic propulsion of
the supersonic transport is such a sig-
nificant factor that the airlines gener-
ally agree that as of now the develop-
ment of a satisfactory powerplant re-
quires more extensive development and
There
has been no adequate military engine
development to pave the way for the
civil powerplant as has been true in the
past. Most airlines will urge that both
Pratt & Whitney and General Electric
be permitted to extend their research
and development efforts, since neither
have yet built engines with demon-
strated capabilities for longtime expos-
ure to the temperatures and stresses as-
sociated with civil supersonie transport
operations. The element of competi-
tion between the two further insures the
achievement of an acceptable power-
plant sooner. Beyond that initial step
for “prototype” and “first production”
aircraft, the engines will require con-
tinuing development and refinement.
The competitive incentive is very im-
portant for this latter phase also. )

* Most airlines are very conscious of the
need for having competitive supersonic
transport aircraft in the prototype
stages, and also in the production pro-

~gram. It seems certain that the super-

sonic transport, as with past civil trans-
port aireraft, will require various configu-
rations fo satisfy the needs of various
“domestic versus
international.” It would bhe extremely
shortsighted to assume that there will
be only one U.S. supersonic transport.
At this time, it appears that the Boeing
design may be preferable in some appli-

cations, while the Lockheed will be best

for others. These are matters that can~
not be proven on paper or by computers,
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Pro_totypes of each are essential to the
making of good airline judgments.

Any particular configuration of the
supersonic transport will develop most
-advantageously when the prime manu-
facturer seeks and utilizes the continu-
ing advice of the purchaser’'s—airlines—
engineering talent, with the manufac-

. turer retaining the responsibility of final

design decisions. He must eventually
demonstrate and guarantee minimum
safety and performance to the Govern-
ment—FAA—and insure his eventual
customers—the airlines——of satisfactory
safety, performance, and economical po-
tentials. These will all need to be sub-
stantiated to the customer by means of
adequate operational guarantees and
warranties.

This is a drastically different situation
from the usual military contracts where
Government representatives often make
design change decisions and thereby ac-
cept, for the Government, certain re-
sponsibilities for performance and de-
lays occasioned by such changes. With
military aircraft minimum perform-
ance to accomplish a given mission is
the primary objective. Operational costs
and efficiency are secondary. In airline
operations the order is reversed. This
represents an important difference in
approach, and relationship between the
manufacturer and his purchasers, mili-
tary and civil.

Minimum performance, operational
and safety standards are reasonably well
outlined in the original FAA request
for proposals dated August 15, 1963.
They relate primarily to definitely meas-
urable quantities such as minimum pay-
load to be carried over a given distance
at a given speed, airport performance,
certain limitations as to sonic boom,
minimum operational fuel reserves and
safety requirements, plus stipulation of
minimums for passenger seat spacing
and cargo accommodations. True, many
other desirable characteristics are dis-
cussed in a general way in the RFP, but
are Intended primarily for guidance
rather than being exact specifications.

The FAA request for proposal require=

ments were quite adequate for the initial
phase I bids and with modifications are
serving satisfactorily for the competitive
phase II-A and II-B studies and bids.
Great technical progress has been dem-
onstrated since Janhuary 15, 1964, largely
as the result of advances in the state of
the art and the incentives provided by
competition between the two major air-
frame bidders and the two major engine
producers.

As stated earlier, it seems essential
that direct competition hetween the
present airframe and engine builders be
continued into phase IIT and to the
building of competitive flying prototypes
to insure earlier optimization of those
factors and features which exercise great
leverage on the proﬁt—or loss— poten-
tials. From these, the airlines can then
make their decisions and execut con-
tracts with the manufacturers with some
degree of . assurance that safe, effi-
cient and economical aircraft can be
presented to the pubhc
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Competition provides a continuing
leverage to further improve the product,
whereas freezing of design and perform-
ance requirements prevents taking ad-
vantage of later developments. There-
fore the contracts should be kept rea-
sonably flexible so that when both parties
agree that changes are desirable, such
can be incorporated.

Tt is believed that the bigger the stakes
and the more costly the enterprise, the
more essential it is that direct competi-
tion be employed in order to attain the
highest possible refinements at reason-
able costs. It has been calculated that a
difference in payload break-even point of
5 percent—50 percent versus 55 percent—
represents a probable $2.4 billion differ-
ential in profit for a fldet of 100-super-
sonce transport aircraft operating over
a period of 10 years. Continuing com-
petition can represent potential differ-
ences in the ultimate break-even load
factor of the supersonic transport air-
craft considerably in excess of the 5-per-
cent example represented above.

Out of the supersonic transport effort
there will come many benefits which can-
not be anticipated or evaluated at this
time. This was true for every advance
which has been made in air transporta-
tion during the past 35 years. There-
fore we must proceed with the su-
personic transport at this time. But in
doing so there must be an understand-
ing that the development of these craft
will be evolutionary rather than revolu-
tionary. Every step of the way will be
accomplished as the result of a series of
cut and try approximations, even though
each of these will have the benefit of the
1atest computer techniques, applying the
most precise and sophisticated test in-
formation.

The eventual cost and value of achiev-
ing the ultimate in this next big step in
air transportation cannot be determined
at this time with great accuracy, but this
should not deter us in our understanding
that the eventual accomplishment will be

better world.

a valld contribution
We must go aheged’fo see ahead. .
gD PROGRAM-TO-SEND COLLEGE

GRADUATES TO SOUTH VIETNAM

AS “INTERNS”

(Mr. ADATR asked and was given per-
misslon to address the House for 1 min-
ute and to revise and extend his re-
mazrks.)

Mr, ADAIR. Mr, Speaker, in Vietham
today we are facing a foe with many
years of experience in guerrilla war. This
so-called war of national liberation is
even now reaching a.new high in inten-

_ sity. Therefore, it was with amazement
that I learned last week that the Agency
for International Development is send-
ing approximsately 20 college graduates
to South Vietnam for the summer as in-
terns. '

I seriously question the desirability of
throwing these untrained students into
Vietnam during the rainy season at the
height of Vietcong activity. AID in-
forms me that these people are to go
to provincial centers as some sort of
assistant. Now we do not have members
of the Peace Corps in Vietnam due to .
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the danger there. They were with-
drawn from Indonesia due to the tense
relations with that nation. Why, I ask
you, should untrained people be now sent
into what is a combat situation? What
can these students accomplish that
others could not? Why needlessly risk
their lives? This is the equivalent of
sending soldlers with a week’s basic
training into combat.

Now, if you think this picture is some-~
what overdrawn, let me assure you that
this is not the case. This idea was
hatched just this month in ATD. In fact,
it was done In such a hasty manner that
the organization that obtained the con-
tract to recruit these students didn’t
know exactly what to tell the college
students they were interviewing. Stu-
dents indicating an interest in going to
Vietnam were flown to Washington for
hasty processing. As I speak now, some
of them may be already on their way
to Vietnam.

How did AID accomplish this? They
awarded an $85,000 contract to the In-
stitute of International Education in
New York. It is of more than passing
interest to note that this institute re-
ceived some $5 million in 1964 from the
State Department to aid in their opera-
tions for the next 2 years. Their con-
tract is to cover the cost of recruiting
and processing these students. Incident
to this contract some 60 students were
flown to Washington for interviews.

Now there are other costs. Each stu-
dent will cost the taxpayer about $2,000
for the summer. ¥For pay, they will re-
ceive $12 per diem in Vietham and $16
8 day while in the United States. This
is considerably better pay than our in-
fantrymen receive in Vietnam, I might
add. The amount of money spent on
this program, I believe, could better be
applied to the training of AID personnel
who have accepted long-term contracts.
One trained person in the field is worth
many students, however highly moti-
vated they may be.

‘When I asked AID about this program
they told me that they hoped that some
of the people who go there this summer
will become enthusiastic enough about
the program that at some future date
they will sign up for permanent contracts
when their schooling.is completed.

My primary concern is that they live
to complete their schooling. AID is ex-
tremely vague concerning the safety of
these people. In a Washington briefing
for these students, run jointly by AID
and the Institute of International Edu-
cation, the thought was expressed that
the Vietcong usually do not attack the
AID people. However, recall that Presi-
dent Johnson said on May 13 of this
year:

Communist terrorists have made AID pro-
grams that we administer a very special
target of their attack. They fear them be-
cause agricultural stations are bsing de-
stroyed and medical centers are being burned.
More than 100 Vietnamese malaria fighters
are dead. Our own AID (Agency for Inter-
national Development) officials have been
wounded and kidnaped. These are not just
the accidents of war. They are a part of a
deliberate campaign in the words of the
Communists “to cut the fingers off the hands
of the Government.”
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AID has further said that they hope
to secure insurance for these students.
One can only wonder what insurance
company will cover this sort of risk at
what rate?

This is one of the most questionable
programs that has come to my atten-
tion in many years. Like so many other
things connected with our foreign aid
program it smacks of hasty planning and
poor judgment. It ought not to be al-
lowed to continue.

Mr. CEDERBERG. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ADAIR. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. CEDERBERG. I compliment the
gentleman for calling this to the atten-
tion of the House. I believe it is most
unfortunate that the administration
would even consider the proposal to
which the gentleman has alluded today.

Mr. ADAIR. I thank the gentleman.

AMERICA’'S ROLE IN AIRCRAFT
DEVELOPMENT

(Mr. WOLFF asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, I have re-
cently returned from representing the
United States at the International Air
Space Exhibition. I went to the exhibi-
tion as a member of the House of Repre-
sentatives Space Commitee, and what I
learned there has impressed upon me
once again that America cannot afford
to falter in the development of new air
and spacecraft.

The Russians once again attempted to
grab the propaganda advantage from us
with their giant 700-passenger transport,
the globe-circling Vostok spacecraft, and
a huge vertical takeoff plane capable of
lifting & fully loaded bus.

Other European countries showed tre-
mendous progress in the development of
a whole range of advanced craft from a
supersonic jet that takes off vertically
to sleek, well-designed airliners which
will pose an increasing threat to the sale
of airplanes of American manufacture.

The United States cannot afford to
lose the space race, but we also cannot
afford to lose the aeronautical race that
we have so long led. Foreign aircraft
manufacturers have shown a vitality and
ingenuity in their designs that we must
match if we are to maintain our inter-
national standing and our leading posi-
tion in the world aircraft market.

These hard facts of life were deeply
impressed upon all of us who attended
the exhibition at Le Bourget.

New aircraft designs such as the super-
sonic transport, V/TOL and jet helicop-
ters must match our achievements in
space. We must explore every possibility
in the design and development of ad-
vanced types of aircraft. The know-how
and equipment to develop these planes
are already available in areas like Long
Island which has been producing first-
line aircraft for many years.

As a member of the Science and Astro-
nautics Committee, I intend to redouble
my efforts to see that America maintains
her place of world leadership in aero-
nautical progress.
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